MOSLEM SCHISMS AND SECTS

them. For this reason, Ishak ibn-Suwaid al-'Adawix as-
serted that Wasil and 'Amr ibn-'Ubaid belonged to the
Khawarij, because they [the Khawarij] agreed regarding
the punishment of sinners. Al-'Adawi said in one of his
poems:

"I am free of the Khawarij, nor am I one of them,
[Free] from al-Ghazzal among them, and ibn-Bab
And from a people who, when they mention 'All,
Return the salute to the clouds."

Then Wasil developed three more heresies in which he
disagreed with his predecessors. One of these differences
was owing to the fact that he found the people of his age
differing about 'All and his followers and Talhah and al-
Zubair, and 'A'ishah and the rest of the Followers of the
Camel. The Khawarij claimed that Talhah and al-Zubair,
and 'A'ishah and their followers in the Battle of the Camel
proved their disbelief in 'All by the very fact that they
fought him. Moreover, they claimed that 'All was in the
right when he fought the Followers of the Camel, and the
followers of Mu'awiyah at Siffin, but erred when it came
to the matter of the arbitration (by the two judges). The
orthodox, however, hold that both sides in the Battle of the
Camel were true Moslems. They say that 'All was on the
right side when he fought the others, and that the Followers
of the Camel were rebellious, and sinned in fighting 'AIL
Their sin, however, cannot be called heresy, nor transgres-
sion, for this would render their testimony void, whereas,
100 as a matter of fact, judgment is possible on the testimony
of two just witnesses from either side, Wasil differed from
both of these sects over this matter, claiming that one of the
two sides must have been unjust, though not of itself; and
that the unjust side could not be ascertained. The others
contend that the unjust of the two sides might have been

1J. A. O. S., vol. xxix, p. 43.   Quoted in Mas'udi, vol. ii, p. 142.
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